SETTLEMENT   OF   ACCOUNTS

repeated with Luther; world-shaking events he had never
desired came to pass because of his words, and just as
he had reproached Erasmus for being a Laodicean so now
did the folk of the Bundschuh> the cloister-stormers, and
the image-breakers reprove him for being "a new-fangled
papistical sophist," the "friend of Antichrist/' and "the
uppish flesh of Wittenberg." Erasmus's fate! What he
had meant to be taken in a spiritual sense, was inter-
preted literally by the masses and their fanatical leaders,
so that, as he said, his words became "fleshly," and took
on a crude agitational colour. The same fate befalls every
revolution; one wave succeeds another. If Erasmus may
be likened to the Girondins, then Luther may be com-
pared with the Jacobins, and Thomas Munzer and his
followers with the ultra-Jacobins such as Marat. He,
who had hitherto been undisputed leader, was suddenly
to carry on the fight along two fronts simultaneously,
against the lukewarm and against the wild men of the
woods; he must bear full responsibility for the social
revolution, for the most horrible and most bloodstained
insurrection Germany had experienced for centuries.
It was his name that was inscribed in the heart of the
commonalty; his incendiary action against emperor and
empire which gave these minor incendiaries the pluck to
rise against their counts and lieges. "We are harvest-
ing the fruit of your mind," Erasmus could call to him,
and the reproach was fully justified. "You refuse to
acknowledge your acquaintance with the rebels, but they
recognize you well enough. You can do nothing to
prevent public opinion from ascribing present events to
the influence of your books, especially those written in
the German tongue."

Luther was faced with a terrible dilemma: was he,
whose roots went deep into the folk-life and whose own
existence linked him so intimately with the peasantry
which he had summoned to revolt against the princes,